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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-5 are subject to examination. 

Specification 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it contains more than 
150 words.. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 12 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1, 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Referring to claim 1, 

Claim 1 recites "wherein the second computing device deletes an object when 
the first device cannot access the corresponding object." Also, the claim also 
recites "if an object is on the list, then instructing the second computing device to 
refrain from updating the object when the first computing device cannot access 
the corresponding object." How and what is left behind, after the deletion of an 
object when "the first device cannot access the corresponding object", to update 
such that the need arises as to "second computing device is instructed to refrain 
from updating the object when the first computing device cannot access the 
corresponding object." 

For the purpose of this office action, it is considered that the method of claim 1 is 
being construed as being incorporating two steps as claim recites: 



Application/Control Number: 10/825,832 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2154 

a) First being "creating a list of objects to update on a first computing 
device and a second computing device, wherein the objects on the second 
computing device are updated using corresponding objects on the first computing 
device and wherein the second computing device deletes an object when the first 
device cannot access the corresponding object; here, a list includes objects "to 
update" "using corresponding objects" on a first computing device and a second 
computing device" which are intentionally made accessible (object cannot be 
accessible by just not being on the list) to the first computing device since the 
objects on the second computing device are updated using corresponding 
objects on the first computing device, otherwise the second computing device 
"deletes an object" ("updated using corresponding objects on the first computing 
device" ) during updating. 

b) And if an object is on the list (when the list is being created), "then 
instructing the second computing device to refrain from updating the object when 
the first computing device cannot access the corresponding object", here the 
object is made intentionally not accessible so that not only the object does not 
get deleted but also it does not get updated either. 

Referring to claim 3, 

Claim 3 recites "synchronizing a pair of objects with new data items from either 
object in the pair; and protecting an object from synchronization if a 
corresponding object in a listed pair is missing." Since the claim recites 
"synchronizing a pair of objects with new data items" inherently implies that "old 
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items are being automatically deleted unless old items are intentionally protected 
from the deletion during synchronizing. 

Claim 3 also recites "listing pairs of corresponding objects for synchronization", 
that inherently implies that "the pairs of corresponding objects" not on the list are 
not be synchronized as claim recites "protecting an object from synchronization if 
a corresponding object in a listed pair is missing." and hence, "a corresponding 
object in a listed pair is missing" is inherently protected from synchronization by 
not being on the list because the list is for "listing pairs of corresponding objects 
for synchronization." 

For the purpose of this office action, it is considered that the method of 
claim 3 is being construed as being providing "protecting an object from 
synchronization." 
Referring to claim 4, 

Claim 4 recites "A method of allowing for a contemporaneous object on a first 
and a second device". Examiner is unclear on what "specifics" the method is 
designed for and what type of devices are. 

Claim 4 further recites "if the object exists in the second device then protecting 
the object from deletion and allowing the first device to access the object or 
providing the object to the first device. ", as such Examiner understands that the 
object's existence in the second device itself in itself inherently protects the 
object from deletion since Examiner is unclear on what "specifics" the method is 
designed for and what type of devices are. 
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For the purpose of this office action, it is considered that the method of 
claim 4 is being construed as being providing the objects that exist in the second 
device ("new" object because it does not exist in the first device) to first device 
(allowing the first device to access the object or providing the object to the first 
device.) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35U.S.C. 1 02 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United 
States only if the international application designated the United States and was published under 
Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1, 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated Chase, jr. (US 5, 974. 238). 

Referring to claim 1, 

Chase teaches a method, comprising: 

creating a list of objects to update on a first computing device and a 
second computing device, wherein the objects on the second computing device 
are updated using corresponding objects on the first computing device and 
wherein the second computing device deletes an object when the first device 
cannot access the corresponding object (Abstract); and 
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if an object is on the list, then instructing the second computing device to refrain 
from updating the object when the first computing device cannot access the 
corresponding object, (col. 13, line 30-49, Fig. 5) 
Referring to claim 2, 

Chase teaches the method as recited in claim 2, further comprising removing the 
object from the list when the corresponding object is permanently removed from 
the first device. (Fig, 5, element "delete") 
Referring to claim 3, 

Chase teaches a method of maintaining contemporaneous data items in 
corresponding objects having new data items and old data items (abstract), 
comprising: listing pairs of corresponding objects for synchronization, wherein a 
first member of each pair resides on a first computing device and a second 
member of each pair resides on a second computing device; synchronizing a pair 
of objects with new data items from either object in the pair; and protecting an 
object from synchronization if a corresponding object in a listed pair is missing. . 
(col. 13, line 30-49, Fig. 5) 

7. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
Hawkins et al. (hereinafter Hawkins). (US 6, 006, 274)). 
Referring to claim 4, 

Hawkins teaches a method of allowing for a contemporaneous object on a first 
and a second device, comprising: determining if an object exists in the first 
device; if the object does not exist in the first device then determining if the object 
exists in the second device; and if the object exists in the second device then 
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protecting the object from deletion and allowing the first device to access the 
object or providing the object to the first device. (Fig. 1, col. 2, lines 66 through 
col. 3, line 51) 
Referring to claim 5, 

Hawkins teaches a synchronization method for computing devices, comprising: 
creating a list of corresponding objects stored on two computing devices Col. 3, 
line38-40); communicatively coupling the two computing devices for 
synchronization (Fig. 1); 

if one of the computing devices deletes an object to be synchronized when the 
corresponding object is missing on the other computing device then preventing 
deletion of the object to be synchronized if the missing object is on the list. (col. 
3, line 45-51). 

Conclusion 

Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and 
are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages 
and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in 
preparing responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of 
the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Ashok B. Patel whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-3972. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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